The Crowd in  Peace and War

Of course when the public rules, there is a probability
that the individual citizen will be more or less of one
mind with it, seeing that it is a crowd, possessing all the
qualities that we have seen to belong to a crowd, one of
which is the infective quality of the general opinion,
Hence, as I have said, the individual citizen runs a good
chance of being infected by whatever enthusiasm moves
the crowd and therefore of desiring what the public
desires; consequently he may be expected to find himself
in agreement with the general tendency of legislation and
administration when that is determined by public opinion.
But an individual, strong and independent enough to
escape crowd-dominance over his mind, and able to form
his own opinions for himself, will probably be out of har-
mony with public opinion all or most of the time, and for
him and all like him (the strongest and best class of folk
anywhere and at any time) crowd-dominance will be not
less but much more objectionable than the despotism of
a king. For majority rule, that is to say crowd-rule,
may be just as despotic as, and often has been more
despotic than, the rule of a king has ever been. More-
over crowd-representatives openly claim the right so to
domineer, as kings have seldom dared. Here is a plain
statement by a democratic politician of modern type, the
Hon. Stafford Bird of Tasmania. "He who was the
"strongest, who could bring the greatest number of clubs
"and spears in stalwart hands into the field; he who
"could show the greatest fighting prowess, who could
"best handle big battalions and big guns, obtained thereby
"the right to rule. . . . The gospel of democracy is that
"those who can run the biggest crowd into the potting booth